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President of the Panama Committee, said that the
Committee itself was not asking for these powers as
the Government was giving every assistance to the
inquiry, and he moved that the debate be adjourned.
If, however, the House decided in favour of discussing
the Bill, he and his colleagues would support the
measure. It was clearly seen that matters had reached
a point where the Government must made a stand,
or acknowledge its subservience to the Committee.
Such a Bill having been put forward, there could be no
adjournment.
M. Bourgeois, now Minister of Justice, asked what
was the object of the measure. It proposed to transfer
the executive power of the Government to the hands
of a Committee of the Chamber, and the latter would
act independently of the Cabinet, although it was on
the latter's responsibility that the executive power
would be administered. The proposal struck a blow at
the most sacred rights of the citizens, in transferring
this power from the Government, which was responsible
to the country, to a body which was responsible to no
one. He went on to declare that such a state of things
could not be tolerated for a moment, and he warned
the House that in voting for the adjournment of the
debate, it would not be simply voting on a question of
parliamentary procedure, but on the very existence of
the Republic itself. They had to deal with a carefully-
planned campaign, which consisted in distilling
calumny, drop by drop, day after day. In presence of
such tactics as these, the duty of Republicans was union.
The Government would not remain in office if the vote
for adjournment was successful.